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This is a communication from the examiner in charge of your application. 

COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 



1. |^ The communication filed V AM Z oo3 

is informal/non-responsive for the reason(s) checked below and should be corrected. 
APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER OR UNTIL THE EXPIRATION OF THE PERIOD FOR 
RESPONSE SET IN THE LAST OFFICE ACTION (WHICHEVER IS LONGER) WITHIN WHICH TO CORRECT THE INFORMALITY. 

a. The amendment to claim(s) , filed , fails to comply with the 

provisions of 37 C.F.R. 1.12.1 and is accordingly held to be non-responsive. A supplemental paper correcting the informal 
portions and complying with the rule is required. 

b. L_J The paper is unsigned. A duplicate paper or ratification, properly signed, is required. 

c. LJ The paper is signed by » who is not of record. A ratification or a new power of 

attorney with a ratification, or a duplicate paper signed by a person of record, is required. 

d. Qj The communication is presented on paper which will not provide a permanent copy. A permanent copy, or a request that a 

permanent copy be made by the Office at applicant's expense, is required, see M.P.E.P. 714.07. 

e- gother ATTA* /fr^S S^T, 

2. |~| In accordance with applicant's request, THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE FROM THE OFFICE ACTION DATED 

IS EXTENDED TO RUN MONTH(S). 

No further extension will be granted unless approved by the Commissioner. 37 C.F.R. 1.136 (b) 

3. [ | Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119 which papers have been made of record in the file. 

4. | | Other 



yJ^ f. ^ -y 

BERNARR E. GREGORY ' 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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ATTACHMENT TO FORM PTOL-327 



Item 1 .e. (continued): Amendment A is nonresponsive in that the remarks fail to point 
specifically to at least one feature of claim 40 that is not found in the applied reference. 
Please see 37 CFR 1.111(b), which reads as follows: 

(b) In order to be entitled to reconsideration or further examination, the applicant or 
patent owner must reply to the Office action. The reply by the applicant or patent 
owner must be reduced to a writing which distinctly and specifically points out the 
supposed errors in the examiner's action and must reply to every ground of 
objection and rejection in the prior Office action. The reply must present 
arguments pointing out the specific distinctions believed to render the claims, 
including any newly presented claims, patentable over any applied references. If 
the reply is with respect to an application, a request may be made that objections 
or requirements as to form not necessary to further consideration of the claims be 
held in abeyance until allowable subject matter is indicated. The applicant's or 
patent owner's reply must appear throughout to be a bona fide attempt to 
advance the application or the reexamination proceeding to final action. A general 
allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing 
out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references does not comply with the requirements of this section. 




Bernarr E. Gregory 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3662 



